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I hereby certify that the attached RCE Transmittal with accompanying amendment is being transmitted 
by facsimile to Examiner Debra F. Charles at the Patent and Trademark Office (Facsimile No. (571) 273- 
8300) on the date shown below. (Total pages transmuted Is 21 -Including this one). 
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Date: March 20, 2006 



PATENT APPLICATION 
Attorney's Do. No. 601 6-003 



IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

Inventors: Dale E. Steele and Kenneth Alan Silva Confirmation No. 8997 

Serial No. 09/995,298 Examiner: Debra F. Charles 

Filed: November 27, 2001 Group Art Unit: 3624 

For: ANONYMOUS TRANS ACTION SYSTEM 



REQUEST FOR CONTINUED EXAMINATION (RCE) TRANSMITTAL 

MAIL STOP RCE 
Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

This is a Request for Continued Examination (RCE) under 37 CF.R. § 1. 114 of the above- 
identified application. 

1. Submission required under 37 CF.R. §1.114 

a. O Previously submitted: 

□ Consider the amendment(s) reply under 37 CF.R. §1.116 previously filed 
on 

□ Consider the arguments in the Appeal Brief or Reply Brief previously filed 
on ,• 

□ Other: 

b. £3 Enclosed is: 

12 Amendment/Reply 

□ Affidavlt(syDeclanition(s) 

Q Information Disclosure Statement (IDS) 



1 
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2. Miscellaneous 

□ Suspension of action on the above-identified application is requested under 37 

CF.R § 1.103(c) for a period of months. (Period of suspension shall not 

exceed 3 months; fee under 37 CF.R. § l.l7(i) required). 

□ Other: 

3. Fees: (Note: The RCE fee under 37 CFJt {1.17(e) Is required by 37 CF.R. 51.114 when the RCE ii 

filed) 

El RCE fee required under 37 CF.R. § 1 .17(e) 



El $395 small entity 
□ $790 large entity 



OI AIMS AS AMENDED 


For: 


Number After 
Amendment 


Previous 
Number 


Extra 


Rate 


Additional 
Fee 


Total Claims 


30 


-58* 


0 


x $25 <= 


so 


Independent Claims 


6 


-6** 


0 


x $100 = 


$0 


TOTAL ADDITIONAL FEE 
FOR THIS AMENDMENT 




$0 



El Extension of time fee (37 CF.R. §§1.136 and 1.17) 

small entity large entity 

□ Extension of Time - 1 " □ $60 □ $1 20 
M Extension of Time -2" 1 . El $225 D$450 

□ Extension of Time -3" 1 □ $510 D$1020 

g) PTO Form 2038 authorizing credit card payment in the amount of $620.00 ($395 
RCE filing fee; $225 for 2 month extension of time). 

El Any deficiency or overpayment should be charged or credited to deposit account 
number 13-1703. 



Customer No. 20575 



Respectfully submitted, 

MARGER JOHNSON & McCOLLOM. P.C 



Stephen S. Ford 
Reg. No. 35,139 




MARGER JOHNSON &■ McCOLLOM, P.C. 
210 SW Morrison Street, Suite 400 
Portland, OR 97204 
503-222.3613 
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EXHIBIT C 
X19 pages) 



RESPONSE UNDER 37 CFR 1.116 
EXPEDITED PROCEDURE 
EXAMINING GROUP 3624 

PATENT APPLICATION 
Docket No. 6016-003 

IN THE UNITED STATES PATENT AND TRADEMARK OFFICE 

In re application of: Dale E. Steele and Kenneth Alan Silva 

Serial No. 09/995,298 Examiner: Debra F. Charles 

Confirmation No. 8997 

Filed: November 27, 2001 Group Art Unit; 3624 

For: ANONYMOUS TRANSACTION SYSTEM 

Date: March 20, 2006 

Mail Stop Amendment 
Commissioner for Patents 
P.O. Box 1450 
Alexandria, VA 22313-1450 

AMENDMENT ACCOMPANYING A REQUEST FOR CON TINUED PROSECUTION 

Responsive to the Final Office Action mailed October 19, 2005, please amend the 
application as follows. 

Claim amendments begin on page 2. 
Remarks begin on page 12. 



I hereby certify that this correspondence 
is being transmitted to the U.S. Puleni mi 
Trademark Office via facsimile number 
(571) 273-8300, on March 20, 2006. 



Jennifer ^hemathy (J 
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CLAIMS 

Please amend the claims as follows: 

1 . (Currently Amended) A method of electronically providing anonymous 
transaction services, comprising tho stops of : 

electronically communicating at an intermediary computing system over a computer 
network remotely with both clients, loan suppliers, an d at least one third party credit bureau 
service; 

using the in trrmftHiar y computing system to electronically compiling compile client loan, 
application files provided bv the clients over the computer network, the client loan application 
files including loan application data sets that contain personal client loan application information 
that uniquely identify Jfee clients and is not required bv the loan suppliers t o make pending loan 
offers to the clients, the client loan application files also including loan ap plication data sets that 
contain anonymous client loan information that does not uniquely identify the clients and that 
does provide loan information seeded required by the loan suppliers s el l ers to make p ending 
risk-based loan offers to the clients: 

using the intermediary computing system to electronically c ompile third party credit 
bureau report files from a third party credit bureau service that operates externally and 
independently from the intermediary computing system and exte rnally and inderjendentivjrom. 
the loan suppliers, the third party credit bureau report files includ ing both personal client credit 
report information that uniquely identifies the clients but is not re quired bv the loan suppliers to 
make the pending risk-based loan offers to the clients and anonymous client credit r eport 
information that does not personally identify the clients a nd includes at least a credit score that is 
required bv the loan suppliers for determining whether or not to m ake the pending risk-based 

loan offers to the clients: 

usin p the intermediary computing sys tem to electronically separate the personal client 
loan application information from the anonymous client loan info rmation in the client loan 
application files: 

usmp the intermediary computing system to electronically a nd automatically purge the 
personal client credit report information from t he third party credit bureau report files received 
from the third party credit bureau service: 

using the intermediary computing svstem to elec tronically and automatically combing the 
s eparated anonymous Client loan information with the anonymou s client credit report information 
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from the pureed third party credit bureau report files to form anonymous loan transaction 
profiles; 

using the intermediary computing system to electronically providing send suppliers with 
the anonymous loan transaction profiles including the combined anonymous client loan 
information and anonymous client credit report information over the computer network to the 
loan suppliers without revealing fee personal client lpan application information and the personal 
client credit report information to the loan suppliers, enabling the loan suppliers to soloot 
evaluate and selectively send pre-approved pending risk-b ased loan offers to at least one 
qualifying subset of ihe clients based upon the associated with anonymous client loan 
information and combined anonymous client credit report information qualifying for the ore- 
approved pending risk-based loan offers: 

usin g the intermediary computing system to electronically roooiving and providing to 
clients receive the selected pre-approved pending risk-based loan offers from said Joan, 
suppliers and then forward the ore-approved pending risk-bas ed loan offers to the clients; and 

using the intermediary computing system to electronically and automatically giving S£nd 
the oli e m'S personal client loan information and personal client credit report information, to the 
s upp l ier associated loan suppliers wh e n th e o i iont oooopta &r. events that accept, eneof the pre^ 
approved pending risk-based loan offers from the as sociated loan suppliers. 

Claims 2-4 (Canceled) 

5 . (Previously presented) The method of claim 1 including: 

e tootronioally compiling oliont - filos and obtainine for pro approved offers produoto or 

sorvioos that roquiro ovoluatlon of n oliont'o credit ratine or modiool history making and offoro 

only for th e produoto and corviooa that tho olioat - de s ires. 

usin g a supplier computing system to electronically send supplier criteria for evaluating 

the anonymous loan transaction profiles to the intermediary c omputing system over the 

comnuter network; 

usin c the Intermediary computing system to electron ically compare the anonymous loan 
transaction profiles with the supplier criteria and send any the anonymous loan transact ion 
profiles that satisfy the supplier criteria to the supplier computing system; 

using the supplier computing svstem to elec t ronically select clients for sending the pre- . 
approved pending loan offers based only on the anonymous l oan transaction profiles received 
from the intermediary computing net w ork without ever knowing the personal identity of the 
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selected clients and electronically sending the pre-approved pending loan offers to the selected 
clients over the computer network. 

Claims 6-9 (Canceled) 

1 0. (Previously presented) The method of olairo 1 including: 

using a computer system to: 

compile the plurality of client loan application files, 

send the anonymous client credit report information along with the ano nymous client 
loan information to the loan suppliers in the anonymous loan transactio n profiles to enable the 
loan suppliers to select subsets of clients based upon the anonymous client information and. 
selectively provide different loan terms or loan products to the selected sub sets of clients 
according to the anonymous client credit report information and the anonymous client loan 
information in the anonymous information profile. 

receive pre-approved loan offers from said loan suppliers on behalf of the selected 
subsets of clients, and 

provide client's personal personal client loan infor mation and personal client credit 
report information to the supplier after the client accepts the supplier's offer. 

Claims 1 1 and 1 2 (Canceled) 

13. (Previously presented) A method of electronically providing anonymous 
transaction service, comprising: 

electronically submitting consumer applications to an intermediary, wherein each 
application contains only demographic and employment information specifically required to 
qualify for a product and personal information necessary to obtain a consumer credit report; 

electronically obtaining the consumer credit reports and merging credit and payment 
information ftom said credit report with the consumer's demographic and employment 
information; 

electronically comparing the merged demographic, employment, credit, and payment 
information, not including personal identifiers, with the minimum criteria necessary for said 
product; 
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electronically evaluating the merged demographic, employment, credit, and payment 
information, not including personal identifiers, to determine the risk associated with extending 
credit to the consumer and to determine a product price; and 

electronically providing to qualified consumers possessing the desired demographic, 
employment, credit, and payment characteristics pre-approved offers from suppliers willing to 
provide the requested product 

Claims 14-31 (Canceled) 

32. (Previously presented) A method of electronically providing anonymous 
transaction service, comprising: 

electronically receiving a request for an offer from a client; 

electronically compiling separate data sets that contain client supplied personal 
information that uniquely identify clients and data sets that contain client supplied anonymous 
information that does not uniquely identify clients; 

electronically using the client supplied anonymous information and client supplied 
personal information to obtain third party information; 

electronically separating said third party information into third party supplied personal 
information that uniquely identify clients and data sets that contain third party supplied 
anonymous information that does not uniquely identify clients; 

electronically generating an anonymous transaction profile by combining the client 
supplied anonymous information and third party supplied anonymous information, whereby 
said anonymous transaction profile contains information that is necessary and sufficient for 
suppliers to evaluate a client for a risk-based offer; 

electronically comparing said anonymous transaction profile with criteria from a seller; 

and 

electronically generating a pre-approved offer to the client when the anonymous 
transaction profile meets said criteria- 

Claims 33-58 (Canceled) 

. 59. (Currently Amended) A system for providing anonymous transaction services, 
comprising the steps of: 
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means for compiling client files within an intermediary, including data sets that contain 
personal client information that uniquely identify clients and data sets that contain anonymous 
client information that dees do not uniquely identify clients and that dees do, provide information 
needed by suppliers se l lers to make pre-approved offers , where the clients and at lea st another 
source external to the intermediary other than the suppliers supply the a nonymous client 
information to the intermediary; 

means for providing the suppliers with the anonymous client Information from the 
intermediary without revealing the personal client information, enabling the suppliers to select at 
least one subset of clients based upon the anonymous client information; 

means for receiving and providing to the selected clients pre-approved offers from said 
suppliers; and 

means for giving the oliont's personal client information of a client to the a supplier 
when the client accepts one of the pre-approved offers correspondin g to the supplier. 

60. (New") The method of claim 1 including using the interme diate computing 
system to electronically obtain the third party credit bureau r eport files from the third party 
credit bureau service using both the anonymous client loan informati on and the personal client 
loan application information and then filtering the personal clie nt credit report information 
from the third party credit bureau report files and automatically at taching the filtered third 
oartv credit bureau report files to the anonymous client loan information to generate the. 
anonymous loan transaction profiles that provide sufficient ano nymous client financial 
information for the loan suppliers to indepen dently make fr,e pre-approved pending risk-ba$cd 
loan offers . 

f, l fNcw^ The method of claim 1 including usin p the intermediary computet 
system to electronically provide one or mor e of the loan suppliers with the terms of the pre- 
approved pending risk-based offers provided to the clie nts bv other loan suppliers, 

62. (Newl The method of claim 1 where the loan suppliers receive the persona l 
client loan application information independently of th e intermediary computer system and 
obtain one or more third party credit bureau report files for the cli ents accepting the pre- 
a pproved pending risk-based loan offers to verify the anonymous client loan information and 
anonymous client credit report information provided to the loan suppliers bv the intermediary 
computer system. 
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63. fNewl The method of electronically providing anonymous transa ction service 
of claim 13 where the third party information includes at least one of a driving record, a 
medical record, and a court record 

64. (Newl The method of electronically providing anonymous transacti on service 
of claim 32 includes: 

electronically receiving offer criteria from the client that identifies one or more 
requirements of pre-approved offers to the client; 

electronically comparing the pre-approved offer from the sel ler with the offer criteria 
from the client: and 

electronically providing the ore-approved offeT to the cli ent when the pre-approved 
offer meets the offer criteria. 

65. (Newt The method of electronically providing anonym ous transaction service 
of claim 32 where the anonymous t ™nst«-.tir>n profile identi fies an existing business 
relationship between the client and the seller, and electronically comparing the anonymous 
transaction profile with criteria corresponding to the exis ting business relationship. 

66. (New') A method for supplying offers for risk- hased financial products, 
comprising: 

using a supplier computing system to electronically send sup plier criteria for receiving 
consumer requests for risk-hased financial services to an distrib utor computing system over a 
computer network, the supplier computing system operating independently and remotely fro m 
the distributor computing system: 

using the supplier computing system to electro nically receive a plurality of anonymous . 
transaction profiles that satisfy the supplier criteria from the distr ibutor computing system fpr 
consumers requesting offers for the risk-hased financ ial services, each of the anonymous 
transaction profiles including anonymous consumer or busin ess loan application information 
generated by the consumer that is merged with anony mous third party consumer credit 
information generated from a third party credit repor t ing agency independently from the 
consumer or business loan application informati o n generated bv the consumer wherein all 
personal information necessary for pers o nally or individually identifying the consumer has been 
removed from both the consumer or business loan a pplication information and from the third 
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nartv consumer credit information prior to the anonymous transaction profiles being received by 
the supplier computing system: 

using the supplier computing system to electronicall y select consumers for issuing pre- 
approved loan offers based entirely from the anony mous transaction profiles received from the 
distributor computing system without ever knowing the partic ular identity of the customers; imfl 

using the supplier computing svstem to elec t ronically send the pre-approved loan offers 
to a subset of the consumers over the computer network. 

67. (New 1 ) The method according to claim 66 wh erein one of the supplier criteria 
sent from the supplier computing svstem to the dist ri butor computinH system specifies only 
receiving requests for risk-based financial services from consum ers having previous financial 
service relationships with a supplier, the distrib u tor computing system then sending only 
anonymous transaction profiles back to the supplier computin g svstem matching the previous, 
financial service relationship supplier criteria. 

68. fNewl The method according to cla im 66 where the supplier criteria includes 
offer fees paid bv a supplier to provide pre-approve d offers to the subset of consumers. 

6Q. fNewl The method accordjpf to claim 68 where the offer fees correspond with 
a competitive ranking of the pre-app r oved offer when provided to the consumers. 

70, (New) The method according to claim 66 wher e the supplier criteria includes 
acceptance fees to be paid bv a supplier upon accepta n ce of the pre-approved offers by the 
consumers. 

7 1 . (Newt The method according to claim 66 including electronically providing 
one or more criteria selection categories at the suppI ^ computing svstem. a supplier spiting , the 
Anonymous transaction profiles accordin g to at least one of the criteria, selection categories, 

11. fNew^ The method according to claim 66 including one or moTe consumers 
sce nting the pre-approved offers and the distributor computing SVStem then electronically apd 
automatically providing information t hat uniquely identifies those consumers W> the supper 
computing system. 
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73. CbievA The method according to claim 66 including: 

electronically identifying a plurality of distributors correspondin g to one or more seta of 
the anonymous transaction profiles, one or more of the distributors spec ifying distributor 
criteria that includes distributor conditions for a supplier to pro vide ore-approved offers to the 
consumers corresponding to that distributor: 

electronically comparing the distributor criteria with the supplier criteria from the 
supplier com puting system: and 

electronically identifying a subset of the distributors responsiv e to the comparing of the 
distributor criteria and supplier offer criteria. 

74. (New) The method according to c laim 73 including: 

electronically selecting a subset of anonymous tran saction profiles associated with a 
subset of distributors: 

electronically providing the pre-approved offers to the consumers corresponding to the 
selected subset of anonymous transaction profiles. 

75 (TMewl The method according to claim 7 4 where the distributor criteria includes 
distributor charges paid bv the supplier when p re-approved offers are provided, tQ 
corresponding consumers or accepted by correspondin g consumers. 

76. fNewl The method according to claim 75 where th e distributor charges paid by 
the supplier include aggregated charges to be paid to multiple distributors when pre-app r oved, 
offers are provided to corresponding consumers or accente d bv corresponding consumers, 

77. fNewt The method according to claim 73 where the comparing excludes 
consumers associated with one or more of the distributors from receiving pre-approved offers 
from a supplier. 

78. fNewl The method according to claim 73 where th e distributor criteria restricts 
the type of pre-approved offers or the content in t h e pre-approved offers from a supplier, 

79. (New) A method comprising: 
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electronically receiving supplier criteria from a supplier of risk-based financial products 
at a first distributor, the supplier criteria indicating a maximum fee the supplier is willing K> pay 
to provide risk-based pre-approved offers to customers associated with the first distributor: 

electronically comparing a first distributor fee charged bv the firs t distributor to the 
maximum fee; 

electronically sending the supplier criteria to a second distributor ass ociated with at least 
one of the customers when the first distributor fee is less than frjp. maximum fee, enabling the 
second distributor to compare a second distributor fee charged bv the second distributor to the 
maximum fee and the first distributor fee: 

Electronically receiving anonymous transaction profiles from the second distributor at the 
first distributor when the first and second distributor fees are less than the maximum fee, the 
anonymous transaction profiles including anonymous client information that does not uniquely 
identify the customers and that does provide inform ation required bv the supplier to make risk r 
based pre-approved offers to the customers: 

electronically sending the anonym ous transaction profiles to the supplier without 
revealing personal client information , fhat uniquely identify t he customers: and 

electronically receiving risk-based pre-approved offers fro m the supplier, the risk-based 
pre-approved offers for at least a subset of the custom ers associated with the anonymous 
transaction profiles, and then forwarding , the risk-base d pre-approved offers to the subset of 
customers. 

RO fNewl The method of claim 7 ° includes electronically sending the supplier 
criteria to a third distributor associated w ith at least one of the customers, enabling the third 
distributor to compare a third distributor fee charged bv the third distributor to the maximum fee 
and the first distributor fee, the third distributor not provi ding anonymous transaction profiles 
associated with the customers to the first distributor when the first and third distributor fees are 
greater than the maximum fee. 

8 1 . CNcW) The method of claim 79 wher e the supplier criteria indicates a maximum 
acceptance fee the supplier is willing to pav to whe n consumers associated with the first 
distributor accept risk-based pre-approved offe rs from foe supplier. 
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82. (Newl The method of claim 79 includes electronically exclu ding the supplier 
from providing the risk-based pre-approved offers to the custom ers according to the terms of the 
risk-based pre -approved offers. 

83. (Hew) The method of claim 79 includes electronically excludin g the supplier 
from providing the risk-based pre-approved offers to the customers according to t he identity of 
(he supplier. 
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REMARKS 

Claims 1, 5, 10, 13, 32, and 59 are pending in the application. The Examiner rejects 
claims 1,5. 10, 13, 32, and 59 under 35 U.S.C. § 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over Walker et 
al. (U.S. Patent No. 5,794,207), Motoyaraa (U.S. Patent No. 5,913,202), and Lentct al. (US 
6,324,524> Applicants amend claims 1 and 59, and add claims 60-83. Claims 1, 5, 10, 13, 32, 
and 59-83 remain in the application. Applicants add no new matter and request 
reconsideration. 

Examiner Interview 

The Applicants initiated and conducted and interview with Examiner Charles on 
1 1/1 8/2005. Although no agreement was reached, the Applicants thank Examiner Charles for 
the opportunity to discuss the rejections. 

Claim Rejections - 35 U.S.C. § 103 

The Examiner rejects claims 1 , 5, 1 0, 1 3 , 32, and 59 under 35 U.S .C. § 1 03(a) as being 
unpatentable over Walker in view of Motoyama, and in further view of Lent. The Applicants 
respectfully traverse the Examiner's rejections. 

In the Response to Arguments, the Examiner alleges it is "well known" for a buyer to 
use an intermediary, such as a buyer-elected purchasing representative or broker, to remain 
anonymous in transactions with sellers. Final Office Action, page 2, 10/1 9/2005. The 
Applicants respectfully disagree that this alleged "well-known" feature teaches any of the 
claimed elements, and respectfully request the Examiner clarify which of the recited claimed 
elements and limitations the Examiner is taking Official Notice of without documentary 
evidence and/or provide documentary support for these assertions. See MPEP 2144.03, 

Claim 1 

The Examiner has rejected claim 1 under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Walker, Motoyama, and Lent. Claim 1 specifies: 

using the intermediary computing system to electronically separate the personal client 
loan application information from the anonymous client loan information in the client loan 
application file; 

using the intermediary computing system to electronically and automatically purge the 
personal client credit report information from the third party credit bureau report files received 
from the third parly credit bureau service; 
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using the intermediary computing system to electronically and automatically combine the 
separated anonymous client loan information with the anonymous client credit report 
information from the purged third party credit bureau report files to form anonymous loan 
transaction profiles; 

using the intermediary computing system to electronically send the anonymous loan 
transaction profiles including the combined anonymous client loan information and anonymous 
client credit report information over the computer network to the loan suppliers without 
revealing the personal client loan application information and the personal client credit report 
information to the loan suppliers, enabling the loan suppliers to evaluate and selectively send 
pre-approved pending risk-based loan offers to at least one qualifying subset of the clients with 
associated anonymous client loan information and combined anonymous client credit report 
information qualifying for the pre-approved pending risk-based loan qfferi: 

This is all clearly described throughout the specification and shown in FIGS. 2-21. 

Neither Walker, Motoyama, nor Lent suggest using an intermediary computing system 
to electronically separate personal client loan application information from anonymous client 
loan information in the client loan application file. Walker. Motoyama, and/or Lent also do not 
suggest using the intermediary computing system to electronically and automatically purge 
personal client credit report information from third party credit bureau report files received from 
a third party credit bureau service. 

Walker and Motoyama do not teach or suggest obtaining a third party credit report that 
includes a credit score from a credit service bureau, much less filtering out the personal 
information from in the credit report and combining the filtered anonymous credit report 
information together with the separated out anonymous loan application information to form an 
anonymous loan transaction profile as specified in claim 1 .; Conversely, Walker discusses a 
system for forwarding buyer offers CPOs 1 00 to multiple sellers where the buyers control the 
content of the CPOs 100, and thus their own anonymity, See, Walker, col. 16, line 46-58; col 26 
line 55 - col 27 line 9; Figures 5-7. In other words. Walker does not teach filtering the CPOs 
1 00 or adding information to the CPOs 100 that was received from a third party and filtered for 
uniquely identifying information. Thus, Walker does not': form the recited anonymous 
transaction profiles from separated anonymous client loan information and filtered anonymous 
credit report information. 

In addition to never suggesting separating out personal loan application information from 
anonymous loan application information and never suggesting separating out third party personal 
credit report information from anonymous credit report information. Walker never uses an 
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intermediary computing system to electronically send the anonymous loan transaction profiles 
including the combined anonymous client loan information and anonymous client credit report 
information over the computer network to the ban suppliers without revealing the personal 
client loan application information and the personal client credit report information to the loan 
suppliers, enabling the loan suppliers to evaluate and selectively send pre-approved pending 
risk-hased loan offers to at least one qualifying subset of the clients with associated 
anonymous client loan information and combined anonymous client credit report information 
qualifying for the pre-approved pending risk-based loan offers. 

One aspect of the present invention as specified in claim 1 provides the substantial 
advantage of automatically combining particular anonymous client loan application information 
with particular anonymous credit report information necessary for a loan supplier to make pre- 
approved risk-based loan offers to clients while at the same time mdnlaining the confidentiality 
of the client. As described at page 5 line 31- page 6, line 2, these particular intermediary 
computing system operations allow the supplier to effectively price their products and services to 
the exact credit risk of the consumer while the consumer maintains their anonymity. The 
supplier can also group or sort the plurality of anonymous information profiles according to the 
information contained in the anonymous information profiles, such as age, gender, credit rating, 
etc. 

Neither Walker, Motoyama, nor Lent allow a supplier to effectively price their products 
and services to the exact credit risk of the consumer while the consumer maintains their 
anonymity with the supplier. For example, Walker does not enable a seller to make a risk-based 
loan offer to a buyer anonymously, since no anonymous credit report information is supplied to 
the seller by an intermediary computing system. Similar problems and limitations exist in 
Motoyama, as Motoyama sells investment products, not risk-based products that require a 
credit risk evaluation as the claim specifies. See, Motoyama, Figures 3 and 6. 

Similar limitations exist in Lent. For example, Lent teaches away from claim 1 by 
supplying all loan application information directly to a credit supplier. This is one of the 
specific problems that the present invention overcomes, by allowing customers to receive 
offers for risk-based products from multiple suppliers without having to directly apply with 
each supplier and/or having multiple credit report inquires. Since Lent's suppliers directly 
receive personal information from the customers, Lent doe3 not teach sending the recited 
anonymous loan transaction profiles to a loan supplier ... without revealing the personal client 
loan application information and the personal client credit report information to the loan 
suppliers as claim 1 specifies. Lent further teaches away from purging uniquely identifying 
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personal information from credit reports or generating the recited anonymous transaction 
profile, as Lent's supplier receives both the personal and anonymous information. For the 
reasons stated above claim 1 is allowable under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Walker, Motoyama, and Lent. 

Claim 13 

The Examiner has rejected claim 13 under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Walker, Motoyama, and Lent. 

Claim 13 recites electronically submitting consumer applications to an Intermediary, 
wherein each application contains only demographic and employment information specifically 
required to qualify for a product and personal information necessary to obtain a consumer 
credit report. According to the Examiner, Walker's central controller 200 discloses the recited 
intermediary. The Examiner appears to allege Walker's conditional purchase orders (CPOs) 
100 disclose the recited consumer applications. Each CPO 100, however, includes contractual 
terms, i.e., a description of a product or service, offer price, conditions of purchase, etc., and a 
unique buyer identifier, neither of which disclose the recited demographic, employment, and 
personal information. See, Walker, Fig. 5, col. 16, line 12 - col. 17, line 7, among other 
places. Since the CPOs 100 do not contain onjy. the recited demographic, employment, and 
personal information, Walker does not anticipate claim 1 3. 

The Examiner alternatively appears to allege Lent's application discloses the recited 
consumer applications, Lent's buyer, however, discloses providing its application directly to a 
single seller, not to an intermediary as the claim requires. Lent therefore suffers from similar 
disadvantages disclosed in the Background of the Invention of the present application 
including the inability of the buyer to receive offers from multiple sellers responsive to a single 
consumer application and a lack of buyer anonymity. 

Neither Walker nor Lent further suggest or provide any motivation to combine the 
inventions described therein. The Examiner alleges that it would have been obvious to one of 
ordinary skill in the art to modify the invention of Walker based on the teachings of Lent "to 
effectively and efficiently meet the clients needs for uniquely designed products." Final Office 
Action, page 5, 10/19/2005. Even if Lent taught the recited consumer applications, this 
combination would not have provided motivation for submitting only, the recited demographic, 
employment, and personal information to the central controller 200, as Walker's buyer-driven 
system requires buyers to initiate the contractual process by submitting binding offers. See, 
Walker, col, 8, lines 28-56 and col. 10, lines 31-39, among other places. Since these offers 
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require certain contractual terms to bind the buyers, such as a description of the product or 
service and a product price, Walker provides no motivation to submit only the recited 
demographic, employment, and personal information to its central controller 200. Thus 
combining the references, as the Examiner suggests, is to no avail. Applicants therefore 
respectfully request that this rejection be withdrawn and the pending claims be allowed to 



issue. 



The Applicants have amended claim to clarify that the anonymous client information is 
supplied to the intermediary by the clients and at least another source external to the 
intermediary other than the suppliers. According to the Examiner, Walker's central controller 
200 and sellers 300 discloses tins recited intermediary and suppliers, respectively. The 
Examiner appears to allege Walker's CPOs 1 00 disclose the recited anonymous client 
information. The CPOs 100, however, only contain information from Walker's buyer and 
formal legal language generated by the central controller 200. See, Walker, Figures 1 and 5, 
and their corresponding sections of the specification. There is no disclosure of Walker 
including information within the CPOs 1 00 from another source external to the central 
controller 200 and/or providing that information to the sellers 300. 

Nothing in Motoyama or Lent cures this deficiency, as bom Motoyama's financial 
institutions 30 and Lent's seller receive personal information of their respective clients 10 and 
customers for use in making offers. Motoyama's intermediary 10 further does not receive 
client information from a source other than its clients 20, and thus provides only client- 
supplied information to its financial institutions 30. Lent teaches a direct buyer-to-seller model 
with no intermediary to supply the recited anonymous client information to its seller. Walker, 
Motoyama, and Lent therefore do not anticipate claims 1 and 59, or their corresponding 
dependent claims. 

Claim 13 further recites electronically obtaining the consumer credit reports and 
merging credit and payment information from said credit report with the consumer's 
demographic and employment information and electronically comparing the merged 
demographic, employment, credit, and payment information, not including personal identifiers, 
with the minimum criteria necessary for said product. 

The Applicants agree with the Examiner that neither Walker nor Motoyama disclose 
the recited comparing. Final Office Action, page 4-5, 10/19/2005. The Examiner appears to 
allege Lent's pre-credit bureau test 312, bureau test 314 and post-bureau test 316 disclose the 
recited comparing. Lent, however, performs the bureau and post-bureau tests 3 14 and 3 16 with 
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only credit report information, not merged demographic, employment, credit, and payment 
information as the claim requires. See, Lent, Figures 6A and 6B. There is no disclosure in 
Walker, Motoyama, or Lent of an intermediary obtaining consumer credit reports, much less 
merging demographic and employment information with information from the recited credit 
reports. Neither Walker nor Motoyama teach or suggest receiving any employment 
information from their buyers or clients, or obtaining the recited credit reports. Furthermore 
Lent's pre-credit bureau tests 312 are performed prior to obtaining any credit reports, and 
therefore cannot be performed with the recited merged demographic, employment, credit, and 
payment information. See, Lent, col. 8, lines 7-11. Walker, Motoyama, and Lent therefore do 
not anticipate claims 13 or its corresponding dependent claims. 

Claim 32 

The Examiner has rejected claim 32 under 35 USC 103(a) as being unpatentable over 
Walker, Motoyama, and Lent. 

Claim 32 recites electronically separating said third party information into third party 
supplied personal information thai uniquely identify clients and data sets that contain third 
party supplied anonymous information that does not uniquely identify clients. The Examiner 
appears to allege Walker's credit pre-authorization response discloses the recited third party 
information The credit pre-authorization response indicates whether sufficient buyer funds are 
available to cover the price associated with a buyer generated CPO 100. Walker, col. 17, lines 
32-39. There is, however, no disclosure within Walker of the credit pre-authorization response 
including both personal and anonymous client information, much less of Walker's central 
controller 200 separating any information within the credit pre-authorization response. 
Furthermore, Walker provides no motivation to separate any information according to whether 
it uniquely identifies the recited clients, as Walker requires its buyers to control their own 
anonymity by not revealing personally identifying information within CPOs 100. See, Walker, 
col. 16, line 46-58; col 26 line 55 - col 27 line 9; Figures 5-7. Since, there is insufficient 
information contained in the Walker's CPOs 100 for sellers to pre-approve the client for risk- 
based financial services, Walker's buyer anonymity is trivial. Nothing in Motoyama and Lent 
further teaches or suggests separating any third party information according to whelher it 
uniquely identifies the recited clients, as neither reference maintains the anonymity of their 
respective clients 20 and buyers. Walker, Motoyama, and Lent therefore do not anticipate 
claims 32 or its corresponding dependent claims. 
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Claim 32 recites electronically generating an anonymous transaction profile by 
combining the client supplied anonymous information and third party supplied anonymous 
information and electronically comparing said anonymous transaction profile with criteria 
from a seller. The Applicants agree with the Examiner that neither Walker nor Motoyama 
disclose the recited comparing. Final Office Action, page 4-5, 10/19/2005. As described- 
above with respect to claim 13, Lent also does not disclose comparing a combination of third 
party supplied information and consumer supplied information, without personal identifiers. 
Furthermore, there is no disclosure in Walker, Motoyama, or Lent of combining any client 
supplied anonymous information with third party supplied anonymous information to generate 
the recited anonymous transaction profile. There is no disclosure in Walker of combining any 
consumer provided information with information provided by a third party. Walker, 
Motoyama; and Lent therefore do not anticipate claims 32 or its corresponding dependent 
claims. 



Claim 59 

The Examiner has rejected claim 59 under 35 USC 1 03(a) as being unpatentable over 
Walker, Motoyama, and Lent. 

Amended claim 59 recites the clients and at least another source external to the 
intermediary other than the suppliers supply the anonymous client information to the 
intermediary and electronically providing the suppliers with the anonymous client information 
from the intermediary without revealing the personal client information. Amended claim 59 

recites similar limitations. 

The Applicants have amended claim 59 to clarify that the anonymous client information 
is supplied to the intermediary by the clients and at least another source external to the 
intermediary other than the suppliers. According to the Examiner, Walker's central controller 
200 and sellers 300 discloses the recited intermediary and suppliers, respectively. The 
Examiner appears to allege Walker's CPOs 100 disclose the recited anonymous client 
information. The CPOs 100, however, only contain information from Walker's buyer and 
formal legal language generated by the central controller 200. See, Walker, Figures 1 and 5, 
and their corresponding sections of the specification. There is no disclosure of Walker 
including information within the CPOs 100 from another source external to the central 
controller 200 and/or providing that information to the sellers 300. 

Nothing in Motoyama or Lent cures this deficiency, as both Motoyama's financial 
institutions 30 and Lent's seller receive personal information of their respective clients 10 and 
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customers for use in making offers. Motoyama's intermediary 10 further does not receive 
client information from a source other than its clients 20, and thus provides only client- 
supplied information to its financial institutions 30, Lent teaches a direct buyer-to-seller n 
with no intermediary to supply the recited anonymous client information to its seller. Wal 
Motoyama, and Lent therefore do not anticipate claim 59. 



The Applicants have added claims 60-83. Claims 60-62 depend from independent 
claim 1, claim 63 depends from independent claim 13, and claims 64-65 depend from 
independent claim 32. The Applicants have also added independent claim 66 and dependent 
claims 67-78. The Applicants have also added independent claim 79 and dependent claims 
80-83. Support for these additional claims is provided in the Specification as originally filed. 

CONCLUSION 

For the foregoing reasons, reconsideration and allowance of the claims as amended is 
solicited. The Examiner is encouraged to telephone the undersigned at (503) 222-3613 if it 
appears mat an interview would be helpful in advancing the case. 



MARGER JOHNSON & McCOLLOM, PC. 
210 SW Morrison Street, Suite 400 
Portland, OR 97204 
503-222-3613 
Customer No. 20575 



New Claims 



Respectfully submitted, 
MARGER JOHNSON & McCOLLOM, P.C. 




Reg. No. 35.139 
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